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REMARKS 

This application has been reviewed in light of the Office Action dated September 29, 
2008. Claims 1-6 and 19-26 arc pending in the application. Claims 7-18 have been withdrawn. 

Claims 1-3, 19, and 22-23 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0108058 to Iwamura (hereinafter "Iwamura"). 

Iwamura is directed to an anti-theft system for electronic devices. The basic architecture 
of Iwamura consists of a server and a plurality of networked devices. The server regularly polls 
the devices, and if a device goes missing, the server raises an alarm. However, Iwamura makes 
no effort to bind devices to a network. Iwamura's techniques do not appear in any way affect the 
operability of the protected devices. 

In contrast, claim 1 recites, inter aliOy "configuration means for authorising its operation 
in the presence of said watchdog device " Claim 19 recites analogous language, The Examiner 
asserts that Iwamura discloses this element in paragraph 27. However, paragraph 27 simply 
states that a client device sends Its logon information to the server, which then regularly polls the 
client If the server docs not receive a response to a poll, an alarm is raised. There is nothing in 
Iwamura to indicate that this logging on might represent an authorization of any kind, let alone 
one which relates to the operation of the device. Instead, this procedure only serves to inform 
Iwamura's server that the device is connected, so that the server can conduct the polling 
described above. 

Nowhere does Iwamura in any way teach or suggest the server affecting the ability of the 
device to operate. Instead, the security of Iwamura derives solely from alerting a "security 
station," simply sounding an alarm with the aim of apprehending a would-be thief As a result, 
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Twamura does not disclose or suggest any configuration means for authorizing an electronic 
device's operation in the presence of a watchdog device. 

Claim 1 further recites, "means for disabling the electrical device if the watchdog device 
identified does not correspond to the watchdog device for which it was configured or if said 
network does not contain a watchdog device.*' In rejecting this clement, the Examiner refers to 
paragraph 31 of Iwamura. 

However, Iwamura is totally silent as to this element, and paragraph 31 does nothing to 
cure the deficiencies described above. Instead, it simply goes into further detail regarding the 
alert of a security station if one of the networked devices fails to respond to the server's poll. 
There is no discussion whatsoever of disabling a device if it does not identify a proper watchdog 
device. It appears that, the device would continue to function normally after it has been removed 
from Iwamura's network. As a result, it is respectfully asserted that Iwamura does not disclose 
or suggest any means for disabling an electrical device. 

Furthennore> claim 1 recites "wherein the configuration means are suitable for recording 
a public identifier of the watchdog device for which the electrical device is configured, in the 
storage means," Claim 1 9 recites analogous language. The Examiner again cites Iwamura* s 
paragraph 3 1 in support of the rejection. 

There is no discussion of storing an identifier of the watchdog device in the electrical 
device, whether in paragraph 3 1, or anywhere else in Twamura. Instead of having the electrical 
devices store a watchdog identity, Iwamura's server keeps a list of devices. Iwamura's electrical 
devices act only to respond to the server's polls and neither recognize particular servers, nor store 
any information about them. It is therefore respectfully asserted that Iwamura does not disclose 
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or suggest a configaration means that is suitable for recording a public identifier of a watchdog 
device. 

Claim 19 further recites, "wherein operation of the electrical device is authorized only in 
the presence of the watchdog device," As discussed thoroughly above, Iwamura does not teach 
restricting the operation of the devices in any way. Iwamura simply states that the client device 
sends its login information to the server, and that it responds to polling. This is the extent of the 
awareness that Iwamura' s device has of the server. Such awareness certainly does not extend to 
changing the operability of the device depending on the presence of the server. It is therefore 
respectfully asserted that I\yamura does not disclose or suggest authorizing a device only in the 
presence of a watchdog device. 

For at least the above reasons, it is respectfully asserted that Iwamura does not disclose or 
suggest all of the elements of claims 1 and 19, It is therefore believed that claims 1 and 19 are in 
condition for allowance. Furthermore, because claims 2-3 and 22-23 depend ftom claims 1 and 
19 respectively, they include all of the limitations of their parent claims. As a result, it is also 
believed that claims 2-3 and 22-23 arc in condition for allowance. Reconsideration of the 
rejection is earnestly solicited. 

Claims 4 and 24 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Iwamura in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,047,242 to Benson (hereinafter "Benson"). 

Benson is directed to copy protection for software, and as such has no bearing on anti- 
theft systems for physical devices- As a result, Benson fails to cure the deficiencies of Iwamura 
discussed above. 

Claims 4 and 24 depend from claims 1 and 1 9 respectively, and therefore include all of 
the elements of their parent claims. It is therefore respectfijliy asserted that Iwamura and/or 
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Benson, taken alone or in combination, fail to disclose or suggest all of the elements of claims 2 
and 24. As a result, claims 2 and 24 are believed to be in condition for allowance. 
Reconsideration of the rejection is earnestly solicited. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that all the 
claims now pending in the application are in condition for allowance. Early and favorable 
reconsideration of the case is respectfully requested. 

It is believed that no additional fees or charges are currently due. However, in the event that 
any additional fees or charges arc required at this time in connection with the application, they may 
be charged to Applicant's representatives Deposit Account No. 070832 . 
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Respectfully submitted. 



Sylvain Chevreau et al. 





Paul P. Kiel, Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No.: 40,677 
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